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Done in Washington, DC, this 29th day of
April, 2002.
Peter Fernandez,
Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 02–11009 Filed 5–2–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–34–P

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service

Cibola National Forest Invasive Plant
Management Project

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of Intent to Prepare An
Environmental Impact Statement.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service will prepare
an environmental impact statement for
a proposal to manage invasive plant
species on the Cibola National Forest
and the Kiowa, Rita Blanca, Black Kettle
and McClellan Creek National
Grasslands. Counties included in the
analysis area are Socorro, Sierra, Catron,
Lincoln, Torrance, Bernalillo, Valencia,
Cibola, Sandoval, McKinley, Colfax,
Union, Mora and Harding in New
Mexico; Dallam, Gray and Hemphill
Counties in Texas; and Cimarron and
Roger Mills Counties in Oklahoma.

DATES: Comments must be received, in
writing, on or before May 31, 2002.

ADDRESSES: Submit written comments
to Range and Wildlife Staff, Forest
Supervisor’s Office, Cibola National
Forest, 2113 Osuna Rd., NE, Suite A,
Albuquerque, NM 87113–1001, Attn:
Range, Wildlife and Watershed Staff.
For further information, mail
correspondence to: Range and Wildlife
Staff, Cibola National Forest
Supervisor’s Office, 2113 Osuna Rd.,
NE, Suite A, Albuquerque, NM 87113–
1001, phone (505) 346–3900.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Purpose and Need for Action

The purpose and need for the
Proposed Action of managing invasive
plant infestations on the Cibola National
Forest and Kiowa, Rita Blanca, Black
Kettle and McClellan Creek National
Grasslands is to:

• Protect forests, rangelands,
grasslands, wildlands and adjacent
private, industrial and other agency
lands by eradicating invasive plant
species where possible and by limiting
the spread of well established invasive
plant species when eradication is not
realistically possible given time and
funding constraints;

• Comply with federal, state and
county noxious week laws regarding the
management of noxious weed species.

Proposed Action

The project proposes to take an
integrated pest management (IPM)
approach to management of invasive
plant species. This approach will
combine biological, cultural,
mechanical and chemical methods as
well as incorporating prevention and
education measures. These methods are
further defined below:

• Biological control methods involve
the release of insects or plant pathogens
that impact invasive plant species
through reduction of seed production,
reduction of plant vigor, or other avenue
that reduces the ability of invasive
plants to dominate native plant
communities. Biological control agents
typically come from the area of origin of
the pest plant host, which is usually
overseas. These agents have been
proven to be benign to native plants and
crop species. They are generally not
effective in elimination of invasive
plants, and usually require large
infestations to become established.

• Cultural control methods include
planting, fertilizing or generally
encouraging desired vegetation to limit
sites available for encroachment by
invasive species.

• Mechanical control methods
involve hand pulling or digging
individual plants, picking off and
destroying flower and seed heads

• Chemical control methods involve
the use of herbicides to kill invasive
species while maintaining as much
desirable vegetation as possible.

Possible Alternatives

Possible alternatives to the proposed
action include taking no action against
invasive plant species and using only
non-chemical control methods.

Responsible Official

The responsible official is Liz Agpaoa,
the Cibola National Forest Supervisor.
The address is Cibola National Forest
Supervisor’s Office, 2113 Osuna Rd.,
NE, Suite A, Albuquerque, NM 87113–
1001.

Nature of Decisions To Be Made

The decisions to be made are: (1)
Whether to manage invasive plant
species and if so, whether to use one or
a combination of several methods of
control, including mechanical,
chemical, biological or cultural
treatments and if so, where and how
much? (2) A range of alternatives will be
considered. These include taking no
action against invasive plant species,

using only non-chemical control
methods, and using a combination of
control methods in an integrated pest
management strategy.

Scoping Process
Public participation will be important

at several times during the analysis. The
first time is during the scoping period
[Reviewer may wish to refer to the
Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations for implementing the
procedural provisions of the National
Environment Policy Act (CFR) at 40 CFR
1501.7]. The Agency will be seeking
written issues with the Proposed Action
from Federal, State, and local agencies,
any affected Indian tribes, and other
individuals who may be interested in or
affected by the Proposed Action. The
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Department of the Interior, will be
invited to participate as a cooperating
agency to evaluate potential impacts to
threatened and endangered species
habitat if any such species are found to
exist in the potential treatment areas.
This input will be used to develop
additional alternatives. The scoping
process includes:

• Identifying potential issues;
• Selecting significant issues with the

Proposed Action, needing in-depth
analysis;

• Eliminating insignificant issues;
issues that have been analyzed and
documented in a previous EIS, issues
that controvert the need for the
Proposed Action, or issues that are
outside the authority of the Responsible
Official to decide;

• Exploration of additional
alternatives based on the issues
identified during the scoping process;
and

• Identification of potential
environmental effects of the proposed
action and alternatives (i.e., direct,
indirect, and cumulative effects and
connected actions).

Early Notice of Importance of Public
Participation in Subsequent
Environmental Review

A draft environmental impact
statement will be prepared for comment.
The comment period on the draft
environmental impact statement will be
45 days from the date the
Environmental Protection Agency
publishes the notice of availability in
the Federal Register.

The Forest Service believes, at this
early stage, it is important to give
reviewers notice of several court rulings
related to public participation in the
environmental review process. First,
reviewers of draft environmental impact
statements must structure their
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participation in the environmental 
review of the proposal so that it is 
meaningful and alerts an agency to the 
reviewer’s position and contentions. 
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. 
NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978). Also, 
environmental objections that could be 
raised at the draft environmental impact 
statement stage but that are not raised 
until after completion of the final 
environmental impact statement may be 
waived or dismissed by the courts. City 
of Angoon v. Hodel, 803 F.2d 1016, 
1022 (9th Cir. 1986) and Wisconsin 
Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490 F. Supp. 
1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980). Because of 
these court rulings, it is very important 
that those interested in this proposed 
action participate by the close of the 45 
day comment period so that substantive 
comments and objections are made 
available to the Forest Service at a time 
when it can meaningfully consider them 
and respond to them in the final 
environmental impact statement. 

To assist the Forest Service in 
identifying and considering issues and 
concerns on the proposed action, 
comments on the draft environmental 
impact statement should be as specific 
as possible. It is also helpful if 
comments refer to specific pages or 
chapters of the draft statement. 
Comments may also address the 
adequacy of the draft environmental 
impact statement or the merits of the 
alternatives formulated and discussed in 
the statement. Reviewers may wish to 
refer to the Council on Environmental 
Quality Regulations for implementing 
the procedural provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act at 40 
CFR 1503.3 in addressing these points.
(Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 1508.22; 
Forest Service Handbook 1909.15, Section 
21)

Dated: April 29, 2002. 
Liz Agpaoa, 
Forest Supervisor, Cibola National Forest.
[FR Doc. 02–10981 Filed 5–2–02; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service 

Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Cottonwood Canyon Coal Tract; Emery 
County, UT; Notice of Intent To 
Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: The Forest Service (FS) will 
prepare an Environmental Impact 

Statement (EIS) to document the 
analysis and disclose the environmental 
and human effects of proposed coal 
mining within the Cottonwood Canyon 
Coal Tract, and to ensure that the 
Mining and Reclamation Plan will be in 
accordance with the Manti-La Sal 
National Forest Land and Resource 
Management Plan. The Office of Surface 
Mining Reclamation and Enforcement 
(OSM) and the Bureau of Reclamation 
(BOR) will participate as cooperating 
agencies. 

A notice of intent to prepare an EIS 
for the Cottonwood Canyon Coal Tract 
was published in the Federal Register 
on February 19, 1998. The process 
suspended when the coal estate within 
the tract, along with several other tracts, 
was conveyed to the State of Utah 
School and Institutional Trust Lands 
Administration (SITLA), creating an 
outstanding mineral right on those 
lands. This conveyance is temporary; 
ownership of the coal estate will revert 
to the Federal government once a 
specified royalty value is collected. As 
owner of an outstanding mineral right, 
the State of Utah has sole authority to 
lease the coal estate. Under the Utah 
Coal Rules and the Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) between SITLA, 
the United States Department of 
Agriculture, and the United States 
Department of the Interior, dated 
January 5, 1999, the Forest must consent 
to the Mining and Reclamation Plan 
prior to mine development. Under the 
terms of the MOU, the FS will abide by 
the standards and guidelines contained 
in the Manti-La Sal National Forest 
Land and Resource Management Plan in 
effect on May 8, 1998 (the date on 
which the Utah Schools and Land 
Exchange Act of 1998 was ratified). 
Subject to reasonable terms and 
conditions for the protection of the 
surface estate consistent with the Forest 
Plan, any permit requirements may not 
prohibit reasonable economic 
development of the conveyed coal 
estates. 

The coal tract to be considered for 
mining, as described in the Utah 
Schools and Land Exchange Act of 
1998, encompasses 9,243.87 acres of 
Federal coal lands on the Manti-La Sal 
National Forest in T. 17 S., R. 6 E., SLM, 
in Emery County, Utah. The tract is 
located approximately 13 miles 
northwest of Castle Dale, Utah, 
immediately west and north of the Trail 
Mountain Mine permit area. 

SITLA has requested that the Forest 
Service conduct the environmental 
analysis considering the most likely 
mining scenario and reasonably 
foreseeable alternatives, and identified 
non-coal resources needing protections/

mitigation prior to competitive lease 
offering by the State of Utah. This 
would allow accurate representation of 
recoverable coal reserves in the tract for 
the bidding process while considering 
required measures for minimizing 
effects to National Forest System 
resources consistent with the Forest 
Plan. 

The EIS process for this project will 
include preparation of a reasonably 
foreseeable mining scenario for the tract 
that will be used as the basis for 
determining effects. The most likely 
access to the coal reserves would be 
through the existing Trail Mountain 
Mine, which is currently idle. Mining 
would be entirely underground, using 
predominantly longwall methods. 
Surface disturbance would probably 
include one ventilation shaft and 
several exploration drill holes with a 
total area of approximately 20 acres. The 
disturbed areas would be reclaimed 
when no longer needed. Subsidence 
similar to that over other mined areas on 
the Wasatch Plateau is expected. 

The Forest Service has determined 
that the proposed lands are available for 
further consideration for coal mining 
under the Land and Resource 
Management Plan (Forest Plan) Final 
EIS and Record of Decision (ROD) for 
the Manti-La Sal National Forest, 1986. 
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
and FS have determined that coal and 
environmental data are available to meet 
Uinta-Southwestern Utah Coal region 
Data Adequacy Standards. 

The purpose of this action is to 
respond to SITLA’s request for the FS to 
conduct an environmental analysis to 
evaluate the most likely mining scenario 
and identify terms and conditions 
necessary for protection of non-coal 
resources. The proposed action is to 
consent to the Cottonwood Canyon 
Tract Mining and Reclamation Plan, 
including terms and conditions for the 
protection of surface resources. 

The Forest Service is seeking 
information and comments from 
Federal, State, and local agencies as 
well as individuals and organizations 
who may be interested in, or affected by, 
the proposed action. The agency invites 
written comments and suggestions on 
the issues related to the proposed action 
and the area being analyzed. 
Information received will be used to 
prepare the Draft and Final EIS and to 
make the agency decision. For most 
effective use, comments should be 
submitted to the Forest Service within 
30 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 
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